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Abstract
The hermaphroditic Mangrove Killifish, Kryptolebias marmoratus, is the world’s only vertebrate that routinely self-fertilizes.
As such, highly inbred and presumably isogenic ‘‘clonal’’ lineages of this androdioecious species have long been maintained
in several laboratories and used in a wide variety of experiments that require genetically uniform vertebrate specimens.
Here we conduct a genetic inventory of essentially all laboratory stocks of the Mangrove Killifish held worldwide. At 32
microsatellite loci, these stocks proved to show extensive interline differentiation as well as some intraline variation, much
of which can be attributed to post-origin de novo mutations and/or to the segregation of polymorphisms from wild
progenitors. Our genetic findings also document that many of the surveyed laboratory strains are not what they have been
labeled, apparently due to the rather frequent mishandling or unintended mixing of various laboratory stocks over the
years. Our genetic inventory should help to clarify much of this confusion about the clonal identities and genetic
relationships of laboratory lines, and thereby help to rejuvenate interest in K. marmoratus as a reliable vertebrate model for
experimental research that requires or can capitalize upon ‘‘clonal’’ replicate specimens.
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Introduction
When conducting research on laboratory animals, experimen-
talists often strive for the following [1]: replicability (low variation
between measurements in a given test), repeatability (low variation
among replicate tests within a laboratory), and reproducibility
(similar outcomes in comparable experiments from different
laboratories). In many arenas of biological research, all of these
desired properties can be improved by using animals with well-
characterized or uniform genetic backgrounds. Such is one
rationale for the standard use of highly inbred strains of the
mouse (Mus musculus) as mammalian models in medical and other
research [2–4]. More generally, genetically identical individuals
(clonemates) can be an especially good source of standardized
samples for any experiment in which the research protocol
demands that genetic variation among specimens be absent or
minimized. Vertebrate animals, including fish, are common
research subjects in neurobiology, endocrinology, immunology,
developmental biology, aquatic toxicology, and cancer biology [5].
However, natural clonal reproduction in vertebrates is relatively
rare [6], and this fact has led researchers to develop artificial
techniques and breeding schemes that allow the clonal production
of genetically uniform animals in several vertebrate taxa [6].
In nature, clonal or quasi-clonal reproduction occurs in various
vertebrate species by any of several mechanisms [6]: constitutive or
sporadic parthenogenesis, gynogenesis, hybridogenesis, polyem-
bryony (‘‘twinning’’), or multi-generation inbreeding (e.g., via
consistent self-fertilization within a hermaphroditic lineage [7]).
Although each such process can yield multiple individuals that are
genetically identical or nearly so, the mechanisms show key
differences. For example, reproduction by self-fertilization, which
is known to take place routinely in only one vertebrate species [6],
leads to high genetic uniformity only if selfing proceeds for many
generations, because outcrossing quickly undoes the intense
inbreeding that selfing promotes. Another difference relates to
levels of intra-individual heterozygosity (H). Individuals in
parthenogenetic and gynogenetic taxa have high H (because such
unisexual vertebrate species invariably had hybrid evolutionary
origins), but polyembryonic individuals exhibit H values that are
typical for sexual reproducers, and individuals that emerge from
constitutive selfing are highly homozygous. Another major
difference concerns the intergenerational transmission of clonality:
parents and progeny are essentially genetically identical under
parthenogenesis, gynogenesis, and constitutive selfing, but not so
under polyembryony.
Different ways of achieving organismal clonality dictate
limitations on how clonemate animals are used in experimental
research, and they also necessitate precautions on how ‘‘clonal’’
lineages in the lab are produced, maintained, and named. For
example, gynogenetic lineages might incorporate sperm-derived
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 1 September 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 9 | e12863DNA occasionally, and selfing lineages might outcross occasionally
and thereby initiate new arrays of distinct genotypic lines.
Furthermore, the starting point at which a selfing lineage might
be used to produce offspring that are effectively identical
genetically should be established and controlled (as has been done
for the standard inbred strains of house mice [8,9]). Moreover, the
possibility of de novo mutations must always be taken into account
during any experiment that employs animals from clonal lines,
especially when laboratory stocks have been maintained for many
generations.
Following Harrington’s [10] discovery of hermaphroditic self-
fertilization in the Mangrove Killifish Kryptolebias marmoratus
(formerly Rivulus marmoratus Poey, 1880), this small cyprinodontid
fish has attracted the attention of many researchers. Indeed, the
unique reproductive biology of K. marmoratus and the ease by which
its genetic system might be manipulated, coupled with the relative
ease of maintaining stock lines in culture, have made this species a
model system for a variety of studies: population genetics and the
evolution of mating systems [11–22], developmental biology [23–
25], behavior [26–32], ecology [33–38], ecotoxicology [39–44],
oncology [45–61], physiology [62–67], and unisexual biology
[11,68–72].
Kallman and Harrington [73] were the first to appreciate that
self-fertilizing laboratory strains of the Mangrove Killifish can be
highly homozygous and isogenic, and therefore effectively
‘‘clonal’’. Following the pioneering efforts of Kallman and
Harrington [73], several later researchers likewise established or
perpetuated laboratory lines that originated from wild-caught
specimens of K. marmoratus. Many of these researchers rely upon
the assumption that each such strain can be clonally propagated in
the laboratory [74,75] simply by isolating a hermaphrodite and its
offspring, which supposedly reproduce only by selfing. Many
publications refer explicitly to the presumed ‘‘clonality’’ of
laboratory lines and conclusions often have been based on the
assumption that genetic variation was eliminated by the use of
such ‘‘clones’’, or that the comparisons were being drawn among
distinct clonal lineages. However, several factors could compro-
mise the presumed homozygosities and isogenicities of long-
maintained laboratory lines, or otherwise cloud these stocks’ true
genetic identities. These factors include residual heterozygosity
(genetic variation retained and/or segregated from variation in the
ancestral wild progenitor), post-formational mutations (de novo
variants that postdate a strain’s laboratory origin), intermittent
outcrossing within or between strains in the laboratory, and any
inadvertent mislabeling or misidentification of the genetic stocks.
Furthermore, the fact that outcrossing and the ensuing
segregation of recombinant haplotypes are known to occur
occasionally in the laboratory [74,16], plus the documentation of
high outcrossing rates in some natural populations of K. marmoratus
[12,17], have raised the distinct possibility that unrecognized
genetic variation might have been introduced inadvertently into
some laboratory stocks by occasional outcross events (either
between pairs of hermaphrodites or between hermaphrodites and
males) in this androdioecious species [17]. Another potential
complication is that most laboratory lines of Mangrove Killifish
were derived from field-caught specimens of unknown genotype
and heterozygosity. Thus, many ‘‘clonal’’ stocks in laboratories
around the world might actually contain genetically distinct sub-
lines for any of the several reasons listed above. Here we present a
comparative empirical survey of essentially all K. marmoratus
laboratory stocks from around the world using a large battery of
microsatellite loci. Our goals consist of the following: (1)
genetically identify established laboratory stocks, (2) evaluate
heterozygosities within these lines, (3) address the origins and
genetic relationships among these lines, and (4) provide an
accessible database of microsatellite genotypes to standardize




The Animal Use Protocol (AUP) for handling fish material
described here, AUP-00023-2009, was approved by the Valdosta
State University Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee
under Animal Welfare Assurance Number A4578-01.
Fish Samples
Eleven laboratories utilizing K. marmoratus were initially
contacted in the fall of 2008. Eight of these laboratories provided
background information regarding their presumably highly inbred
stocks (i.e., ‘‘clonal’’ lines). To obtain biological samples from these
stocks, we mailed individually labeled microcentrifuge tubes
(containing 400 ml of RNAlater; Ambion, Inc.) to each laboratory.
Each collection tube was labeled with a unique laboratory
number, stock name, and four replica letters A, B, C, D each
indicating a different individual fish from a specified stock (e.g. 01-
Hon2-A refers to laboratory 1, stock Hon2, fish A). Initially, the total
number of requested fish samples was 51 stocks X 4 replicas per
stock =204 requests, of which 199 samples were successfully
received. Sample contents were embryos (26%), whole small fish
(32%), or fin clippings (42%).
For the laboratory stocks analyzed in this study, the original
locations and years of collection from a wild population were
determined from prior publications or by personal communication
with the researchers who submitted the samples (Table 1). The
original dates of collection ranged from 1991 (for Cchb and 50.91)
to 2006 (Dan06), implying that the minimum duration of each
clone in a laboratory had ranged from 4–19 (mean =13) years.
The various laboratory strains were descended from wild fish that
had been collected in Honduras, Belize, Panama, Cuba, Bahama
Islands, various counties in southern Florida, and an unknown
locality (for the Hy strain only).
DNA Isolation
Depending on the contents of each sample, approximately 10–
15 mg was used for DNA isolation with a DNAeasy Blood &
Tissue Kit as specified by the manufacturer (Qiagen, Inc.). Final
DNA elutions were suspended in 400 ml of 10 mM Tris-HCl,
pH 8.0. Samples were manually arrayed into three 96-well master
plates. Five replica plates were made from each master plate, with
50 ml of DNA in each well. One set of three plates containing the
199 samples was analyzed using PCR amplified microsatellites as
described below.
Microsatellite analysis
We used 32 microsatellite loci developed by Mackiewicz et al.
[16]. The PCR amplifications and genotyping were carried out as
described therein, except that alleles in the present study were
separated on a capillary instrument (GA3100) and their sizes were
determined using GeneMapper software ver. 4.0 (both from
Applied Biosystems).
Genetic differences between individuals were estimated using
the DPS distance metric [76] based on the proportion of shared
alleles. Values of DPS can range from zero (indicating that the
compared individuals are identical) to one (when no alleles are
shared). With 32 genotyped loci, a genetic distance of 0.0156
corresponds to any case in which only one allele is distinct. DPS
K. marmoratus Clonal Lines
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were further processed through module NEIGHBOUR of the
Phylip package (version 3.573c, [78]) to obtain neighbor-joining or
UPGMA phenograms. Graphical representations of these pheno-
grams were produced using TREEVIEW (version 1.6.6, [79]).
Genotype retesting
We initially genotyped 199 fish samples representing 51 named
‘‘clones’’. The initial results indicated that certain laboratory stocks
were misidentified or mixed-up. The most common were cases of
mislabeling when all replicate fish of a certain stock should have
belonged to a different stock based on microsatellite genotype
profile. There were also several cases of mix-ups when some
replicate fish of certain lab stocks represented that stock correctly,
whereas others should have belonged to a different stock. To verify
the initial results, 51 samples were retested, either from previously
isolated DNA or from additional resubmitted samples, thus
bringing our total sample size of genotyped individuals to 250.
Upon completion of the tests, 39 samples were removed from
further consideration because they represented obvious labeling
mistakes or other mix-ups in stock identification (Table S1).
Finally, four samples provided in additional submissions were
added to the dataset to replace the mistaken ones. Thus, our final
genetic analysis entailed 164 samples representing 42 stocks
(Dataset S1).
Mitochondrial DNA sequences
We sequenced a total of 2946 nucleotide positions from three
mitochondrial regions (as described in [21]) in selected individuals
representing 10 of the laboratory stocks. Alignment of the
sequences was conducted with ClustalW [80] and verified visually.
Kimura’s two-parameter genetic distances (K2P) were calculated
and a neighbor-joining tree was constructed using Mega3 [81].
Results
We identified a total of 21 distinct clonal lines in our genetic
assays of 164 individuals, with an average of 7.6 tested fish
belonging to each such lineage. Some of the stock lines had been
maintained in only one laboratory whereas others were received
from as many as five different laboratories (Table 1).
Intraline variation
One objective of our study was to assess the level and source of
genetic variation within each laboratory line. Such knowledge
could be crucial in any experiment that requires the use of
Table 1. Summary of Kryptolebias marmoratus laboratory samples analyzed.
No. Line Local (County/Park) City/State Year Lab(s)
a Samples
1 Rhl Reckley Hill Pond San Salvador, Bahamas 2001 1,2,3,4,8 24
2 SsLL Little Lake San Salvador, Bahamas 2001 1,3 8
3 Bh6 Norman’s Pond Cay Exumas, Bahamas 1997 2 4
4 Slc8E Nuclear Power Plant (St. Lucie County) Florida, USA 1995 1,2,4,8 15
5 Cchb Melbourne Beach (Brevard County) Florida, USA 1991 2,4 7
6 Ssh Melbourne Beach (Brevard County) Florida, USA 1995 2 4
7 Enp02 Homestead Canal, Flamingo (Everglades National Park) Florida, USA 2002 2,4 7
8 Vol Mosquito Lagoon, Potato Island (Volusia County) Florida, USA 1995 1,2,4,6,8 17
9 Vol02 Mosquito Lagoon, Potato Island (Volusia County) Florida, USA 2002 2 4
10 50.91 Twin Cayes Papa Gabriel, Belize 1991 1,5 12
11 Dan92 South Pelican Beach Dangriga, Belize 1992 7 4
12 Dan2K 4–5 km South of Pelican Beach Dangriga, Belize 2000 2,3,4 8
13 Dan06 4–5 km South of Pelican Beach Dangriga, Belize 2006 5 4
14 Hon2 Bay Islands Utila, Honduras 1996 1 4
15 Hon7 Bay Islands Utila, Honduras 1996 1 4
16 Hon9 Bay Islands Utila, Honduras 1996 1,2,4 10
17 Hon11 Bay Islands Utila, Honduras 1996 1 4
18 R2 Bay Islands Roatan, Honduras 2000 2,4 8
19 PanRS Bocas del Toro Panama 1994 7 4
20 Gitmo Guantanamo Bay Cuba 2004 2 4
21 Hy ND ND 2003 3,6 8
Total 164
aLaboratories of origin:
1, Bechler, Elder, Ring (Valdosta State University, U.S.A.).
2, Taylor (Brevard County Environmentally Endangered Lands Program, Florida, U.S.A.).
3, Orlando (University of Maryland, U.S.A.).
4, Earley (University of Alabama, U.S.A.).
5, Wright (University of Guelph, Canada).
6, Kanamori (Nagoya University, Japan).
7, Sakakura (Nagasaki University, Japan).
8, Hsu (National Taiwan Normal University, Taiwan).
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.t001
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zero within-individual heterozygosity and no variation among
specimens, so these lines can be classified as truly isogenic (i.e.,
composed of ‘‘clonemates’’). However, within each of the
remaining 10 lines, not all specimens were genetically identical
(Table 2; Figure 1). In seven of these latter lines, the differences
between individuals were limited to one locus. In this group were
cases in which various individuals were distinct at both alleles at
that locus and other cases in which only one allele was distinct (i.e.,
at least one individual of the line was heterozygous). Finally, for
the remaining three lines, differences between individuals occurred
at multiple loci, as follows: in line Vol (represented by 17 specimens
from five laboratories, individuals differed at up to two loci; in line
Slc8E, specimens differed at up to three loci; and in line Dan06,
individual D had distinct alleles at 13 of 32 loci (DPS=0.406) when
compared to the three other individuals from that line which were
distinct from one another at either one or two alleles at only one
locus.
Noteworthy, locus R37 was frequently implicated as responsible
for intraline variation; altogether we found six lines in which
individuals were distinct for one or both alleles at this locus
(Table 2). Furthermore, one line (Vol) carried three alleles at R37.
Interline variation
Another goal of our work was to estimate genetic relationships
among available laboratory lines. Such knowledge should be
helpful for experiments in which an investigator requires
specimens with particular genetic backgrounds. The assayed lines
proved to encompass considerable genetic diversity (Figure 1).
Divergence values between lines ranged from DPS=1 (no alleles in
common, for example between Hy, PanRS, and Gitmo versus some
of the remaining lines) to DPS=0.22 (78% of alleles in common,
between Vol and Vol2). In general, lines originating from the same
geographic region tended to cluster together in the genetic
phenogram. For example, multiple lines from the Bahamas,
Florida (western and southern), Belize, and Honduras (except R2)
each formed respective genetic clusters. Moreover, this ‘‘pheno-
geographic’’ pattern at microsatellite loci was further supported in
a combined analysis of laboratory lines and specimens collected
directly from the wild (see Figure S1, which also incorporates
earlier datasets from Tatarenkov et al. [20,21]).
Lines Hy, Gitmo, and PanRS proved to be of special interest
because they clearly clustered with K. ocellatus rather than with
K. marmoratus in the genetic phenograms (Figures S1 and S2).
Previous phylogenetic work [82,21] had shown that K. ocellatus is
the sister-species (closest living relative) to K. marmoratus; its
geographic range is poorly known, but specimens have been
collected mostly in southern Brazil. With respect to the laboratory
lines of ‘‘K. marmoratus’’ currently under consideration, Hy proved
to be very similar to samples of K. ocellatus from Guaratiba, Brazil
both at microsatellite loci (DPS=0.07–0.14) and in mitochondrial
(mt) DNA genotype (which was indeed identical to the most
common mtDNA haplotype in K. ocellatus). Similarly, the PanRS
and Gitmo lines of ‘‘K. marmoratus’’ were genetically closer to Hy at
microsatellites (DPS=0.67–0.73) and in mtDNA sequence
(K2P=1.1–1.2%) than they were to the other K. marmoratus
samples examined (DPS=0.84–1.00 and K2P=3.4–3.9%;
Figures 2, S1, and S2).
Discussion
Because of its unique biology, K. marmoratus has become an
organism of choice for several lines of research. This small
cyprinodontid killifish has a tropical and subtropical New World
distribution from southern Florida to Brazil, where it inhabits
estuarine and shallow intertidal locations with Red Mangroves
[83–85,36]. The species shows several adaptations to semi-
terrestrial life [86,87], often utilizing crab burrows and driftwood
boreholes as refugia during periods of low tide [88–90]. However,
the most unique feature of K. marmoratus is its reproductive biology.
Natural populations are androdioecious, meaning that they consist
mostly of self-fertilizing hermaphrodites but also include pure
males that occur at varying frequencies in different populations
[91,11,92,12,17]. Hermaphroditic individuals possess an ovotestis
that utilizes normal meiotic division for spermatogenesis and
oogenesis, which take place within spermatogenic and ovogenic
tissues that are physically interwoven [70,72]. The fertilization
events for most eggs occur inside the fish at the time of ovulation
[91]. The occasional outcross events presumably occur when a
hermaphrodite sheds a few unfertilized eggs to the outside where
they may be externally fertilized by sperm from a male individual.
Genetic Inventory of Laboratory Stocks
Our genetic survey has demonstrated that cross-contamination
and/or incorrect assignment of the stocks maintained in various
laboratories is a serious issue. We determined that 39 of 199
individuals (20%) had an incorrect assignment (meaning that a fish
that had been designated as belonging to one clone actually
belonged to a different genetic lineage). For example, among the
five presumably different ‘‘clones’’ provided by one laboratory,
only two clones actually were present, and, furthermore, one of
them was contaminated in the sense that it included both correctly
identified and misidentified individuals. Such laboratory mix-ups
were widespread and they have the potential to cause serious
problems in any biological experiment in which the researcher
erroneously assumes that he or she is using particular clonemate
animals. For example, an experimenter might fail to acknowledge
or accommodate true genetic differences between lines or might
treat individuals of the same line as if they belong to different lines
(leading to potential difficulties in experimental replicability or
repeatability within a lab); and, if the mislabeled lines are used by
multiple investigators, then problems of reproducibility across labs
could be encountered as well.














Slc8E R37 R17, R30
CchB R37




a R22 (3 alleles) 12 loci
aThis line may have originated from two progenitors.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.t002
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Nearly half of the supposedly clonal lines sent to us for genetic
inventory proved to show at least some between-individual
genetic heterogeneity. In the extreme, in line Dan06, up to 41% of
loci showed distinct alleles in pairwise comparisons between
specimens. There are two explanations for such heterogeneity:
segregation of polymorphisms that were present in the progen-
itor, and de novo mutations. Unfortunately, our conclusions on
sources of heterogeneity must remain speculative due to the fact
that none of the laboratories kept explicit pedigree records.
Furthermore, even the previous exchanges of fish between
laboratories were not recorded in a pedigree format, making it
impossible to trace the origin of the genetic variability that we
now observe. Despite such limitations, there is strong evidence
that most of the detected heterogeneity was caused by de novo
mutations, as discussed below.
Line Dan06 was collected in 2006 and shows high intraline
diversity, but the other nine lines show low intraline heterogeneity
(i.e., at 1–3 loci only). The most recently founded of these lines was
established at least seven years ago, whereas the others were
established between 15 and 19 years ago. Killifish are capable of
producing 3–4 generations per year [93], which translates to .20
generations for the most recently founded line and as many as 60
lab generations for the earliest established lines. Even if we
conservatively estimate one generation per year, a sufficient
number of generations of strict selfing has transpired to make it
highly unlikely that a progenitor’s few variable loci have retained
heterozygosity continuously to the present time. Nevertheless, we
Figure 1. Summary of intraline and interline genetic variation in laboratory stocks of Kryptolebias marmoratus. UPGMA phenogram
showing relationships among lines is based on DPS. Names of the laboratory lines are shown along branches of the tree. Each terminal node name
consists of two parts: a number indicating the laboratory of origin (as explained in Table 1); and letters that indicate replicate individual fish from that
source. Genotypes at 32 microsatellite loci (arranged in columns) are shown for each node with different colors representing different alleles.
Homozygous and hererozygous genotypes are indicated by uni-coloured and bi-colored cells, respectively. Major source regions of the laboratory
lines are outlined by braces.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.g001
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locus X line combinations (Table 2). Such cases can be explained
by post-formational mutations that introduced new alleles to a
line, but with insufficient time having subsequently transpired for
the completion of allelic segregation to homozygosity. This
conclusion holds even if the most variable locus (R37) is not
considered. Disregarding R37, there are three loci at which
heterozygosity is present (each in a separate line) and three other
loci at which segregation has gone to completion. Further evidence
for recurrent mutations is the prima facie observation of three alleles
at locus R37 in line Vol, where at least one post-origin mutation
must have taken place (because the diploid progenitor could not
have carried more than two alleles).
We thus conclude that genetic variation found in nine lines
likely arose during the course of laboratory breeding and that the
founding progenitors of those lines were highly inbred (homozy-
gous). Only lines Slc8E and Vol were found to be variable at more
than one locus, and although some of that variation could trace
back to the progenitor, it is also plausible that most or all of it
results from de novo mutations in the laboratory, considering that
the lines were maintained for about 15–60 generations. If we
assume that variation at Slc8E did indeed arise by de novo mutations
in the laboratory during descent from the progenitor, then the
mutation rate can be roughly estimated asm = # mutations/
(2* #generations*# loci) =3/(2*[15 to 60]* 32). The mutation
rates thus estimated range from 7610
24 to 3610
23 per locus per
generation, which are standard mutation rates for microsatellite
loci in other species [94]. [Note: Our estimates for K. marmoratus
nevertheless are crude. On the one hand, the mutation rates
may be underestimated because individuals included in the
analysis do not necessarily trace back directly to the original
founder, but instead may have shared more recent ancestors. On
the other hand, inclusion of the hypermutable R37 would have
yielded an inflated estimate for the mutation rate at a more typical
locus.]
Line Dan06 presents a conundrum because individual D had
alleles different from those of individuals A, B, and C at 13 of the
32 loci surveyed and such divergence cannot readily be explained
by an accumulation of mutations in the mere five years that this
stock has been maintained in the lab. Thus, provided that no
inadvertent stock mix-ups occurred during breeding, the intraline
diversity in Dan06 must be due to heterozygosity present in the
progenitor. However, we actually suspect that this heterogeneity
could be due to breeding mistakes, for two reasons. First, it is
suspicious that no variation was detected among individuals A, B,
and C. If the Dan06 progenitor was indeed heterozygous at many
loci, we would expect greater diversity among its descendants
(although the near-clonality of A, B, and C could be explained if
these specimens actually trace back to a more recent common
ancestor). The second argument stems from considerations about
the high magnitude of intraline variation, and in particular the
high divergence of D from A, B, and C. For individuals of a purely
selfing line to be distinct at 41% of loci, the progenitor should in
theory be heterozygous at about 82% of loci. Although we have no
data on levels of H in the population where Dan06 was collected
(near Dangriga, Belize), only a few individuals from a nearby
population (Twin Cays, Belize) showed heterozygosity values
above 70% [17]. Twin Cays is exceptional among K. marmoratus
populations in that it has a high frequency of males, and, as a
result, a high frequency of outcrossing. Males are infrequent in
Dangriga [15], and, thus, the origin of individuals via outcrossing
must be rarer than at Twin Cays, meaning that the chance of
collecting a progenitor of extremely high H would be low. Thus,
we consider it quite likely that Dan06D and Dan06ABC originated
from different progenitors. In any event, whatever the cause of
divergence between Dan06D and Dan06ABC, the most important
point is that these laboratory lines should henceforth not be
lumped into one ‘‘clonal’’ stock.
High variation at R37
Locus R37 was a significant contributor to the intraline
variation presumably attributable to de novo mutations. Indeed, if
tallied by the number of line-by-locus combinations (see Table 2),
R37 accounted for 50% of all cases of intraline variability. Given
this fact, the mutation rate at R37 might be as much as 30X
greater than those at the other loci. Another way to consider this
possibility is as follows. At R37, specimens from two lines (50.91
and Dan92) were homozygous for different alleles whereas
heterozygotes as well as homozygotes were present in the other
four lab lines. Assuming that variation at R37 is neutral, then the
mutations in the heterozygous lines may have occurred quite
recently (perhaps within the last eight generations, taking into
account the expected two-fold decay of heterozygosity per
generation with selfing and an average of eight replicas per line).
If the mutations at R37 did indeed take place within the last eight
generations in the 21 examined lines, then the mutation rate at
R37 could be as high as 3610
22 per generation. Interestingly, R37
had at least 2X more repeats than the other loci (see Table 1 in
Ref [16]), a molecular feature that might have promoted its higher
mutation rate. However, a slower than expected decay of
heterozygosity might also explain the high variation at R37. The
decay of heterozygosity could have been decelerated by outcross-
ing, but outcrossing would affect all loci and thus cannot explain
the uniqueness of R37. Finally, a slowed decay of heterozygosity
might also be caused by any selective pressure that affords a fitness
advantage to heterozygotes. A search of GenBank reveals that the
flanking regions of R37 have high sequence similarities (82% and
75%, respectively) to the hepsidin precursor locus in a rockfish
(GenBank accession EU555381) and to a non-coding region that
Figure 2. Neighbor-joining tree of selected laboratory stocks of
Kryptolebias marmoratus based on 2,946-bp mtDNA sequences.
Names of the laboratory lines are preceeded a number indicating the
laboratory of origin (as explained in Table 1); letters at the end indicate
replicate individual fish from that source. Bootstrap support values are
shown along the nodes. Placements of these lines in the larger mtDNA
that includes 136 fish from Caribbean and Brazil are shown in Figure S2.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.g002
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(BA000027). Hepsidin is known to have anti-fungal activity, and
MHC plays an important role in the immune response. In
addition, the MHC I locus of K. marmoratus was also found to be
highly heterozygous and diverse in allelic composition, as
compared to other highly homozygous loci, among wild-type
populations surveyed [95]. These facts give some credence to the
possibility that R37 might be linked to a locus subjected to
overdominant selection.
Interline diversity and its broader implications
Some unexpected findings came from lines Hy, Gitmo,a n d
PanRS. The origin of the Hy line was unknown, but genotypically
this lineage was found to be very similar (DPS=0.07–0.14) to
specimens collected in Brazil that may represent another species,
K. ocellatus [21,22]. The mtDNA sequence data confirmed such an
affinity (Figure S2), because the Hy haplotype was identical to the
m o s tc o m m o nm t D N Ah a p l o t y p ei nf i s hf r o mG u a r a t i b a ,B r a z i l .
The high similarity of Hy and Guaratiba samples at microsatellite
loci and in mtDNA sequence suggests that Hy may have been
collected in this same geographic region as well. Furthermore,
Gitmo and PanRS from Cuba and Panama, respectively, were
rather similar to Hy (and to K. ocellatus from Brazil) at both
microsatellites and mtDNA (Figures S1 and S2). This finding
opens some exciting prospects regarding the evolution of the K.
marmoratus/K. ocellatus clade. First, it indicates that the two
lineages live in close proximity in the Caribbean, and that their
ranges may overlap. Mapping of the distribution of Kryptolebias
clades in the Caribbean is needed to find out about such an
overlap. Second, it appears that the two lineages may have come
into proximity after some period of separation (as opposed to
accumulating differences via isolation-by-distance). This inter-
pretation is suggested by the fact that Gitmo and PanRS are
geographically close to the other Caribbean samples yet are
genetically related more closely to the Brazilian collections.
Third, hybrid progeny between PanRS and Dan92 apparently are
viable [96]. Thus,if secondarycontacts existin nature, theymight
present good opportunities to address the possibility and
consequences of natural hybridization between the marmoratus
and ocellatus lineages in future studies.
Conclusions and suggestions
1) We found that cross-contamination of existing laboratory
stocks of K. marmoratus is a serious issue. Thirty-nine among 199
individuals (20%) had been labeled incorrectly. Thus, we suggest
that all laboratories working with K. marmoratus update their
inventories by re-assigning any mislabeled stocks and replacing
them with corrected lines. The husbandry protocols should also be
revised so as to minimize accidental cross-contamination of lines.
We further suggest the establishment of a consortium or ‘‘stock
center’’ for K. marmoratus so that researchers can share genotyp-
ically defined lines that will facilitate future research. The authors
at Valdosta State University are currently initiating such a stock
center for K. marmoratus based on the data presented here.
2) With one exception (Dan06), individuals within a line showed
genetic differences at three microsatellite loci, at most. De novo
mutations that arose during laboratory propagation probably
account for most of this variation, but genetic segregation from a
heterozygous progenitor remains an alternative explanation in
some cases. In at least one case (involving line Dan06) genetic
variation within a ‘‘clonal’’ stock seems most likely to be the result
of segregation in lineages that originated from two different
progenitors.
3) Overall, it appears that the presence of heterozygous
individuals in natural populations was not the source of intraline
differentiation. This interpretation can be rationalized by the fact
that progenitors typically were collected in populations with low
frequencies of males and, hence, presumably low outcrossing rates.
Nevertheless, the practice of using wild progenitors as founders of
clonal lines without checking their genetic composition should be
discouraged. If genetic screening is not feasible, we suggest
propagating the wild progenitor for about ten generations, using
only one individual from each generation as a parent for the next,
and then using the F10 generation individual to establish an
inbred stock of ‘‘clonal’’ individuals. By this procedure, the original
heterozygosity will have been reduced to 0.195% by the tenth
generation (and to 0.006% if carried out to 15 generations),
assuming a 50% loss in heterozygosity per generation.
4) One locus (R37) appeared to have a much higher mutation
rate than the other loci, having mutated independently in six
different lines, and doing so twice in one lineage. In general,
however, we do not consider polymorphism at R37 to be grounds
for abandoning these otherwise ‘‘clonal’’ lines for experimental
research. Nevertheless, our findings carry a broader message;
perhaps some loci with similarly high rates of mutation may have a
large phenotypic effect, in which case the accumulation of
mutations through time will lead to divergence of homozygous
individuals within particular inbred lines at selectively important
traits. To prevent this kind of outcome in experiments in which
homozygosity as well as isogenicity is crucial, we suggest using K.
marmoratus individuals that have shared as recent an ancestor as is
feasible.
5) Established ‘‘clonal’’ stocks of K. marmoratus proved to
represent mostly homozygous collections from various geographic
areas including Florida, Bahamas, Honduras, Panama, Cuba, and,
perhaps, Brazil. This geographic breadth is reflected in consider-
able genetic divergence between laboratory lines, with some such
lines sharing no alleles at 32 microsatellite loci and showing
mtDNA sequence divergences as high as 4.1%. This wealth of
genetic diversity in laboratory stocks of K. marmoratus provides rich
material for experimentalists who might wish to compare, for
example, the performances of distinct clones in particular
ecological settings or to test various hypotheses about outbreeding
depression in crosses between diverse lines.
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Table S1 Summary of samples removed based upon genotype.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.s001 (0.02 MB
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Figure S1 Microsatellite-based neighbor-joining tree showing
positions of 22 individuals representing 21 lines (line Dan06
represented by 2 individuals) among fish specimens collected in
nature (using datasets from [20,21]). Laboratory lines are shown in
red.
Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.s002 (0.04 MB
PDF)
Figure S2 Positions of some laboratory lines in a larger mtDNA
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and Gitmo (Cuba) cluster with Kryptolebias ocellatus.
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K. marmoratus Clonal Lines
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 7 September 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 9 | e12863Found at: doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0012863.s004 (0.09 MB
XLS)
Acknowledgments
We would like to thank all the investigators who contributed fish samples
from their laboratory: Scott Taylor, Edward Orlando, Ryan Earley,
Patricia Wright, Akira Kanamori, Yoshitaka Sakakura, and Yuying Hsu.
Mark Batzer, Prosanta Chakrabarty, and Scott Herke provided valuable
critical comments.
Author Contributions
Conceived and designed the experiments: BCR DLB. Performed the
experiments: AT BCR. Analyzed the data: AT BCR. Contributed
reagents/materials/analysis tools: AT BCR DLB JCA. Wrote the paper:
AT BCR JFE DLB JCA.
References
1. Dave G (1993) Replicability, repeatability, and reproducibility of embryo-larval
toxicity tests with fish. In: Soares AMVM, Calow P, eds. Progress in
standardization of aquatic toxicity tests. Boca RatonFlorida: Lewis Publishers.
pp 129–157.
2. Silver LM (1995) Mouse genetics: concepts and applications. New York: Oxford
University Press.
3. Beck JA, Lloyd S, Hafezpatast M, Lennon-Pierce M, Eppig JT, et al. (2000)
Genealogies of mouse inbred strains. Nature Genet 24: 23–25.
4. Darvasi A (1998) Experimental strategies for the genetic dissection of complex
traits in animal models. Nature Genet 18: 19–24.
5. Bongers ABJ, Sukkel M, Gort G, Komen J, Richter CJJ (1998) Development and
use of genetically uniform strains of common carp in experimental animal
research. Lab Anim 32: 349–363.
6. Avise JC (2008) Clonality: the genetics, ecology, and evolution of sexual
abstinence in vertebrate animals. New York: Oxford University Press.
7. Avise JC (2011) Hermaphroditism: the biology, ecology, and evolution of dual
sexuality. New York: Columbia University Press. In press.
8. Carter TC, Dunn LC, Falconer DS, Gru ¨neberg H, Heston WE, et al. (1952)
Standardized nomenclature for inbred strains of mice. Cancer Res 12: 602–613.
9. Staats J (1966) The laboratory mouse. In: Green EL, ed. Biology of the
laboratory mouse. New York: McGraw-Hill. pp 1–9.
10. Harrington RW (1961) Oviparous hermaphroditic fish with internal fertilization.
Science 134: 1749–1750.
11. Turner BJ, Elder JF, Laughlin TF, Davis WP, Taylor DS (1992a) Extreme clonal
diversity and divergence in populations of a selfing hermaphroditic fish. Proc
Natl Acad Sci U S A 89: 10643–10647.
12. Lubinski BA, Davis WP, Taylor DS, Turner BJ (1995) Outcrossing in a natural
population of self-fertilizing hermaphroditic fish. J Hered 86: 469–473.
13. Cole KA, Noakes DL (1997) Gonadal development and sexual allocation in
mangrove killifish, Rivulus marmoratus (Pisces: Atherinomorpha). Copeia 1997:
596–600.
14. Weibel AC, Dowling TE, Turner BJ (1999) Evidence that an outcrossing
population is a derived lineage in a hermaphroditic fish (Rivulus marmoratus).
Evolution 53: 1217–1225.
15. Turner BJ, Fisher MT, Taylor DS, Davis WP, Jarrett BL (2006) Evolution of
‘maleness’ and outcrossing in a population of the self-fertilizing killifish,
Kryptolebias marmoratus. Evol Ecol Res 8: 1475–1486.
16. Mackiewicz M, Tatarenkov A, Perry A, Martin JR, Elder JF, et al. (2006a)
Microsatellite documentation of outcrossing between inbred laboratory strains of
the self-fertilizing mangrove killifish (Kryptolebias marmoratus). J Hered 97:
508–513.
17. Mackiewicz M, Tatarenkov A, Turner BJ, Avise JC (2006b) Extensive
outcrossing and androdioecy in a vertebrate species that otherwise reproduces
as a self-fertilizing hermaphrodite. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 103: 9924–9928.
18. Mackiewicz M, Tatarenkov A, Taylor DS, Turner BJ, Avise JC (2006c) A
mixed-mating strategy in a hermaphroditic vertebrate. Proc R Soc B 273:
2249–2452.
19. Tatarenkov A, Avise JC (2007) Rapid concerted evolution in animal
mitochondrial DNA. Proc R Soc B 274: 1795–1798.
20. Tatarenkov A, Gao H, Mackiewicz M, Taylor DS, Turner BJ, et al. (2007)
Strong population structure despite evidence of recent migration in a selfing
hermaphroditic vertebrate, the mangrove killifish (Kryptolebias marmoratus). Mol
Ecol 16: 2701–2711.
21. Tatarenkov A, Lima SMQ, Taylor DS, Avise JC (2009) Long-term retention of
self-fertilization in a fish clade. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 106: 14456–14459.
22. Costa, WJEM, Lima SMQ, Bartolette R (2010) Androdioecy in Kryptolebias
killifish and the evolution of self-fertilizing hermaphroditism. Biol J Linn Soc 99:
344–349.
23. McMillan CM (1979) The embryological development of Rivulus marmoratus.
M.S. thesis. CharlestonSouth Carolina: College of Charleston.
24. Vogelbein WK, Fournie JW, Overstreet RM (1987) Sequential development and
morphology of experimentally induced hepatic melano-macrophage centers in
Rivulus marmoratus. J Fish Biol 31(Suppl. A): 145–154.
25. Grageda C, Maria V, Sakakura Y, Hagiwara A (2004) Early development of the
self-fertilizing mangrove killifish, Rivulus marmoratus, reared in the laboratory.
Ichthyol Res 51: 309–315.
26. Huehner MK, Schramm ME, Hens MD (1985) Notes on the behavior and
ecology of the killifish Rivulus marmoratus Poey 1880 (Cyprinodontidae). Fla Sci
48: 1–6.
27. Hsu YY, Wolf LL (1999) The winner and loser effect: integrating multiple
experiences. Anim Behav 57: 903–910.
28. Earley RL, Hsu YY, Wolf LL (2000) The use of standard aggression testing
methods to predict combat behaviour and contest outcome in Rivulus marmoratus
dyads (Teleostei: Cyprinodontidae). Ethology 106: 743–761.
29. Hsu YY, Wolf LL (2001) The winner and loser effect: What fighting behaviours
are influenced? Anim Behav 61: 777–786.
30. Martin SB (2007) Association behaviour of the self-fertilizing fish, Kryptolebias
marmoratus (Poey): the influence of microhabitat use on the potential for a
complex mating system. J Fish Biol 71: 1383–1392.
31. Earley RL, Hsu YY (2008) Reciprocity between endocrine state and contest
behavior in the killifish, Kryptolebias marmoratus. Horm Behav 53: 442–451.
32. Luke KN, Bechler DL (2010) The role of dyadic interactions in the mixed-
mating strategies of the Mangrove Rivulus, Kryptolebias marmoratus. Curr Zool 56:
6–17.
33. Abel DC, Koenig CC, Davis WD (1987) Emersion in the mangrove forest fish
Rivulus marmoratus, a unique response to hydrogen sulfide. Environ Biol Fish 18:
67–72.
34. Davis WP, Taylor DS, Turner BJ (1990) Field observations of the ecology and
habits of mangrove rivulus (Rivulus marmoratus ) in Belize and Florida (Teleostei:
Cyprinodontiformes: Rivulidae). Ichthyol Explor Fres 1: 123–134.
35. Davis WP, Taylor DS, Turner BJ (1995) Does the autecology of the Mangrove
Rivulus fish (Rivulus marmoratus) reflect a paradigm for mangrove ecosystem
sensitivity? Bull Mar Sci 57: 208–214.
36. Taylor DS, Davis WP, Turner BJ (1995) Rivulus marmoratus: Ecology of
distributional patterns in Florida and the Central Indian River Lagoon. Bull
Mar Sci 57: 202–207.
37. Taylor DS (2000) Biology and ecology of Rivulus marmoratus: new insights and a
review. Fla Sci 63: 242–255.
38. Davis WP, Taylor DS, Turner BJ (2003) The relevance of Mangrove Rivulus to
ecological and laboratory studies: an encapsulated study. In: Smith DL, Smith S,
eds. Proceedings of the 9th Symposium on the natural history of the Bahamas.
San SalvadorBahamas: Gerace Research Center. pp 91–93.
39. Koenig CC, McLean C (1980) Rivulus marmoratus: a unique fish useful in chronic
marine bioassays of halogenated organics. In: Jolley RL, Brungs WA,
Cumming RB, Jacobs VA, eds. Water chlorination: Environmental impact
and health effects. Ann ArbourMichigan: Ann Arbour Science. pp 827–833.
40. Davis WP (1984) Teratogenicity screening bioassay using the self-fertilizing
hermaphrodite marine fish Rivulus marmoratus. Mar Environ Res 14: 502.
41. Davis WP (1988) Reproductive and developmental responses in the self-
fertilizing fish, Rivulus marmoratus, induced by the plasticizer, di-n-butylphthalate.
Environ Biol Fish 21: 81–90.
42. Lin HC, Dunson WA (1993) The effect of salinity on the acute toxicity of
cadmium to the tropical, estuarine, hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus:a
comparison of Cd, Cu, and Zn tolerance with Fundulus heteroclitus. Arch Environ
Contam Toxicol 25: 41–47.
43. Lee JS (2005) The self-fertilizing fish Rivulus marmoratus: a potential model species
for molecular and environmental toxicogenomics. Nippon Gyorui Gakkai
Nenkai Koen Yoshi 38: 27.
44. Lee JS, Raisuddin S, Schlenk D (2008) Kryptolebias marmoratus (Poey, 1880): a
potential model species for molecular carcinogenesis and ecotoxicogenomics.
J Fish Biol 72: 1871–1889.
45. Koenig CC, Chasar MP (1984) Usefulness of the hermaphroditic marine fish,
Rivulus marmoratus, in carcinogenicity testing. Natl Cancer Inst Monogr 65:
15–33.
46. Park EH, Kim DS (1984) Hepatocarcinogenicity of diethylnitrosamine to the
self-fertilizing hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus: (Teleostomi: Cyprinodon-
tidae). J Natl Cancer Inst 73: 871–876.
47. Thiyagarajah A, Grizzle JM (1986) Diethylnitrosamine-induced pancreatic
neoplasms in the fish Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus. J Natl Cancer Inst 77: 141–147.
48. Courtney LA, Fournie JW (1988) Ocular chondrosarcomas in Rivulus marmoratus
Poey. J Fish Dis 14: 111–116.
49. Grizzle JM, Thiyagarajah A (1988) Dithylnitrosamine-induced hepatic neo-
plasms in the fish Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus. Dis Aquat Organ 5: 39–50.
50. Park EH, Chang HH, Cha YN (1990) Induction of hepatic tumors with
butylated hydroxyanisole in the self-fertilizing hermaphroditic fish Rivulus ocellatus
marmoratus. Jpn J Cancer Res 81: 738–741.
51. Park EH, Kim DS, Chang HH (1992) Teratogenic effects of N-nitrosodiethy-
lamine in embryos of the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus. Teratogen
Carcin Mut 12: 129–133.
K. marmoratus Clonal Lines
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 8 September 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 9 | e1286352. Park EH, Lee SH (1992) Scale growth and squamation chronology for the
laboratory-reared hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus (Cyprinodontidae).
Jpn J Icthyol 34: 476–482.
53. Park EH, Chang HH, Lee KC, Kweon HS, Heo OS, et al. (1993) High
frequency of thyroid tumor induction by N-methyl-N’-nitro-N-nitrosguanidine
in the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus. Jpn J Cancer Res 84: 608–615.
54. Park EH, Chang HH, Joo WN, Chung HS, Kwak HS (1994) Assessment of the
estuarine hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus as a useful euryhaline species for
acute toxicity tests as shown using cadmium. Can J Fish Aquat Sci 51: 280–285.
55. Goodwin AE, Grizzle JM (1994a) Oncogene expression in hepatocytes of the fish
Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus during the necrotic and regenerative phases of
diethylnitrosamine toxicity. Carcinogenesis 5: 1985–1992.
56. Goodwin AE, Grizzle JM (1994b) Oncogene expression in hepatic and biliary
neoplasms of the fish Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus: correlation with histological
changes. Carcinogenesis 15: 1993–2002.
57. Lee JS (1994) Structure of the ras genes in the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus
marmoratus. Ph.D. thesis. SeoulKorea: Hanyang University.
58. Lee JS, Choe J, Park EH (1994) Genomic structure of the C-Ki-Ras proto-
oncogene of the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus (Teleostei: Rivulidae).
Biochem Mol Biol Int 35: 57–63.
59. Couch JA (1995) Invading and metastasizing cardiac hemangioendothelial
neoplasms in a cohort of the fish Rivulus marmoratus: - unusually high prevalence,
histopathology, and possible etiologies. Cancer Res 55: 2438–2447.
60. Lee JS, Choe J, Park EH (1995) Absence of the intron-D-exon of c-Ha-ras
oncogene in the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus (Teleostei: Rivulidae).
Biochem Mol Biol Int 35: 921–926.
61. Thiyagarajah A, Ledet M, Grizzle JM (1995) Presence of a carcinoembryonic
antigen in hepatic neoplasms of Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus. Mar Environ Res 39:
279–281.
62. Grizzle JM, Thiyagarajah A (1987) Skin histology of Rivulus ocellatus marmoratus:
apparent adaptation for aerial respiration. Copeia 1987: 237–240.
63. Heath AG, Turner BJ, Davis WP (1993) Temperature preferences and
tolerances of three fish species inhabiting hyperthermal ponds on mangrove
islands. Hydrobiologia 259: 47–55.
64. Goodwin AE, Grizzle JM (1994c) Endogenous enzymes cause structural and
chemical artifacts in methacrylate- and celloidin-embedded sections of unfixed
freeze-dried tissues. J. Histochem. Cytochem 42: 109–144.
65. Frick NT, Wright PA (2002) Nitrogen metabolism and excretion in the
mangrove killifish Rivulus marmoratus. II. Significant ammonia volatilization in a
teleost during air-exposure. J Exp Biol 205: 91–100.
66. Litwiller SL, O’Donnell M, Wright PA (2006) Rapid increase in the partial
pressure of NH3 on the cutaneous surface of air-exposed mangrove killifish,
Rivulus marmoratus. J Exp Biol 209: 1737–1745.
67. Ong KJ, Stevens ED, Wright PA (2007) Gill morphology of the mangrove
killifish (Kryptolebias marmoratus) is plastic and changes in response to terrestrial air
exposure. J Exp Biol 210: 1109–1115.
68. Atz JW (1964) Intersexuality in fishes. In: Armstrong CN, Marshall AJ, eds.
Intersexuality in vertebrates including man. London: Academic Press. pp
145–232.
69. Vrijenhoek RC (1985) Homozygosity and interstrain variation in the self-
fertilizing hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus. J Hered 76: 82–84.
70. Soto CG (1988) Gonadal histology and external appearance in the self-fertilizing
hermaphrodite Rivulus ocellatus. M.S. thesis. Guelph, Canada: University of
Guelph.
71. Turner BJ, Elder JF, Laughlin TF, Davis WP (1990) Genetic variation in clonal
vertebrates detected by simple-sequence DNA fingerprinting. Proc Natl Acad
Sci U S A 87: 5653–5657.
72. Soto CG, Leatherland JF, Noakes DLG (1992) Gonadal histology in the self-
fertilizing hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus (Pisces, Cyprinodontidae).
Can J Zool 70: 2338–2347.
73. Kallman KD, Harrington RW (1964) Evidence for the existence of homozygous
clones in the self-fertilizing hermaphroditic teleost Rivulus marmoratus Poey. Biol
Bull 126: 101–114.
74. Harrington RW, Kallman KD (1968) The homozygosity of clones of the self-
fertilizing hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus (Cyprinodontidae, Atherini-
formes). Am Nat 102: 337–343.
75. Laughlin TL, Lubinski BA, Park EH, Taylor DS, Turner BJ (1995) Clonal
stability and mutation in the self-fertilizing hermaphroditic fish, Rivulus
marmoratus. J Hered 86: 399–402.
76. Bowcock AM, Ruiz-Linares A, Tomfohrde J, Minch E, Kidd JR, et al. (1994)
High-resolution of human evolutionary trees with polymorphic microsatellites.
Nature 368: 455–457.
77. Dieringer D, Schlo ¨tterer C (2003) Microsatellite Analyser (MSA): a platform
independent analysis tool for large microsatellite data sets. Mol Ecol Notes 3:
167–169.
78. Felsenstein J (1993) PHYLIP (Phylogeny Inference Package) version 3.5c.
University of WashingtonSeattle: Department of Genetics.
79. Page RDM (1996) TREEVIEW: An application to display phylogenetic trees on
personal computers. Comput Appl Biosci 12: 357–358.
80. Thompson JD, Higgins DG, Gibson TJ (199) Clustal W - improving the
sensitivity of progressive multiple sequence alignment through sequence
weighting, position-specific gap penalties and weight matrix choice. Nucleic
Acids Res. 22: 4673–4680.
81. Kumar S, Tamura K, Nei M (2004) MEGA3: Integrated software for molecular
evolutionary genetics analysis and sequence alignment. Brief Bioinform 5:
150–163.
82. Murphy WJ, Thomerson JE, Collier GE (1999) Phylogeny of the neotropical
killifish family Rivulidae (Cyprinodontiformes, Aplocheiloidei) inferred from
mitochondrial DNA Sequences. Mol Phylogenet Evol 13: 289–301.
83. Thomerson JE (1966) Rivulus marmoratus, a rare and unusual killifish from
Florida. J Amer Killifish Assoc 3: 48–51.
84. Taphorn DC (1980) First record of Rivulus marmoratus Poey, 1880 from the South
American continent (Pisces: Cyprinodontidae). Zool Meded Rijksmus Nat Hist
Leiden 55: 127–129.
85. Huber JH (1986) A short note on a recent collection of Rivulus species
(Cyprinodontoidae; Pisces) from the Brazilian coastal plain. J Amer Killifish
Assoc 19: 81–86.
86. Abel DC (1981) An ecological basis and adaptations for emergence in the
cyprinodontid fish Rivulus marmoratus. M.S. Thesis. CharlestonSouth Carolina:
College of Charleston.
87. Abel DC (1984) Terrestriality in the cyprinodontid fish Rivulus marmoratus:
potential utility in H2S and other bioassays. Bull Environ Contam Tox 33:
33–39.
88. Brockman FW (1975) An unusual habitat for the fish Rivulus marmoratus. Fla Sci
38: 35–36.
89. Taylor DS (1988) Observations on the ecology of the killifish Rivulus marmoratus
(Cyprinodontidae) in an infrequently flooded mangrove swamp. Northeast Gulf
Sci 10: 63–68.
90. Taylor DS, Turner BJ, Davis WP, Chapman BB (2008) A novel terrestrial fish
habitat inside emergent logs. Am Nat 171: 263–266.
91. Harrington RW (1971) How ecological and genetic factors interact to determine
when self-fertilizing hermaphrodites of Rivulus marmoratus change into functional
secondary males, with a reappraisal of the modes of intersexuality among fishes.
Copeia 1971: 389–432.
92. Turner BJ, Davis WP, Taylor DS (1992b) Abundant males in populations of a
selfing hermaphrodite fish, Rivulus marmoratus, from some Belize cays. J Fish Biol
40: 307–310.
93. Harrington RW (1975) Sex determination and differentiation among uniparen-
tal homozygotes of the hermaphroditic fish Rivulus marmoratus: (Cyprinodontidae,
Atheriniformes). In: Reinboth R, ed. Intersexuality in the animal kingdom.
Heidelberg: Springer-Verlag. pp 249–262.
94. Goldstein DB, Schlo ¨tterer C (1999) Microsatellites: evolution and applications.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.
95. Sato A, Satta Y, Figueroa F, Mayer WE, Zaleska-Rutczynska Z, et al. (2002)
Persistence of Mhc heterozygosity in homozygous clonal killifish, Rivulus
marmoratus: implications for the origin of hermaphroditism. Genetics 162:
1791–1803.
96. Nakamura Y, Suga K, Sakakura Y, Sakamoto T, Hagiwara A (2008) Genetic
and growth differences in the outcrossings between two clonal strains of the self-
fertilizing mangrove killifish. Can J Zool 86: 976–982.
K. marmoratus Clonal Lines
PLoS ONE | www.plosone.org 9 September 2010 | Volume 5 | Issue 9 | e12863